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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112', second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claim 15 recites the limitation. "the plurality of categories" in line 1. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Objections 

4. The applicant uses elements (a)-(d) in the independent claim (1) and then reuses 
(a)-(c) in the dependents (2 and 3). Appropriate correction is required. 

5. The applicant uses elements (a)-(d) in the independent claim (13) and then 
reuses (a)-(c) in the dependents (14 and 15). Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
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except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for 
purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1, 7-11, 13, 15-17, 19-27, 29, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Scherr et al, Pub. No.: US 2004/0010513 A1, hereinafter 
Scherr. 

8. With regard to claim 1 , which teaches a method for enabling a user to organize a 
project, comprising the steps of: displaying an integral user environment to a user to 
enable access of information pertinent to the project from within the integral user 
environment; creating a list of to do items that are displayed within the integral user 
environment, Scherr teaches, in paragraphs 22-25 and in figure 1, a system for allowing 
a user to organize a project into a concern cascade, the cascade having a plurality of 
levels of concerns ranging from primary Areas of Concern (AoC) to sub-Areas of 
Concern displayed to the user, in order to show a user what still needs to be done (see 
paragraph 19). With regard to claim 1, further teaching enabling the user to associate 
an entity with a selected item in the list of to do items; and enabling a user to access 
said entity that is thus associated with the selected items, from within the integral user 
environment, Scherr further teaches, in paragraphs 35 and 42, allowing a user to 
associate documents (messages, word processing documents, spreadsheets, web 
pages, data bases, presentations, and the like), with select AoC, and further enabling a 
user to link to associated documents from within the concern cascade. 
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9. With regard to claims 7, 19, and 24, which teach further comprising the step of 
enabling the user to enter a note in association with a currently selected to do item in 
the list, so that the note is displayed within the integral user environment which the user 
subsequently again selects said to do items in the list with which the note is associated, 
Scherr teaches, in paragraphs 17, and 23-25 and in figure 1, associating a note with an 
Area of Concern, where the notes are displayed simultaneously with the Area of 
Concern. 

10. With regard to claims 8, 20, and 25, which teach further comprising the step of 
enabling the user to indicate a date for association with a currently selected to do item 
in the list, Scherr teaches, in paragraphs 25, 31, and 45, along with figure 6, associating 
a date with and Area of Concern. 

1 1 . With regard to claims 9, 21 , and 26, which teach further comprising the step of 
automatically scheduling the date indicated by the user within a calendar program so 
that a user is subsequently provided a reminder by the calendar program in regard to 
the date thus indicated, Scherr teaches, in paragraphs 25 and 45, and in figures 1 and 
6, a calendar program that provides the user with reminders of events. 

12. With regard to claims 10 and 22, which teach further comprising the step of 
providing a plurality of defined projects, each defined project including a plurality of 
proposed to do items that are likely relevant to a subject matter of the defined project, 
Scherr teaches, in paragraphs 22-25 and in figure 1, the concern cascade having a 
plurality of levels of concerns ranging from primary Areas of Concern (different projects) 
and sub-Areas of Concern displayed to the user. 
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13. With regard to claim 1 1 , which teaches a memory medium on which are stored 
machine instruction for carrying out the steps of Claim 1 , Scherr teaches, in paragraph 
6, a memory medium for storing instructions for implementing the invention. 

14. With regard to claim 13, which teaches a system for enabling organizing a 
project, comprising: a memory in which a plurality of machine instructions are stored 
(see paragraph 6); a display on which text and graphics are displayed (see paragraph 
10 and figures 1 and 5); a user input device that enables input and selection of choices 
provided on the display (see paragraph 42, claim 1, and figure 5); and a processor 
coupled to the memory, user input device, and the display (see paragraph 40), said 
processor executing the plurality of machine instruction to carry out a plurality of 
functions, including: displaying an integral user environment to a user to enable access 
of information pertinent to the project from within the integral user environment; creating 
a list of to do items that are displayed within the integral user environment, Scherr 
teaches, in paragraphs 22-25 and in figure 1 , a system for allowing a user to organize a 
project into a concern cascade, the cascade having a plurality of levels of concerns 
ranging from primary Areas of Concern (AoC) to sub-Areas of Concern displayed to the 
user, in order to show a user what still needs to be done (see paragraph 1 9). With 
regard to claim 13, further teaching enabling the user to associate an entity with a 
selected item in the list of to do items; and enabling a user to access said entity that is 
thus associated with the selected items, from within the integral user environment, 
Scherr further teaches, in paragraphs 35 and 42, allowing a user to associate 
documents (messages, word processing documents, spreadsheets, web pages, data 
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bases, presentations, and the like), with select AoC, and further enabling a user to link 
to associated documents from within the concern cascade. 

15. With regard to claim 15, which teaches the plurality of categories include at least, 
two of: a Web link; a test; and a document, Scherr teaches, in paragraph 42, linked 
categories of information including word processing documents, spreadsheets, web 
pages, data bases, presentations, and the like. 

16. With regard to claims 16 and 27, which teach the step of automatically executing 
a search for relevant alternative choices of entities to display to the user, as a function 
of the to do item in the list that is currently selected, Scherr teaches, in paragraphs 36 
and 42, a search being done to associate entities (messages, web pages, etc.) with 
concerns (automatically upon receipt). 

17. With regard to claim 17, which teaches further comprising the step of providing 
alternative choices derived from other programs that are accessible to the user, Scherr 
teaches, in paragraph 42, the user being able to link any document by saving it to a 
corresponding concern. 

18. With regard to claim 23, which teaches for user on a computing device having a 
display on which a graphical user interface is provided, a method executed by a 
software program, for displaying an integrated project environment in which 
components related to a project are organized and accessible, comprising the steps of: 
displaying a plurality of to do items in a list, within the integrated project environment, 
said plurality of to do items being provided by at least one of: a user input; and the 
software program; Scherr teaches, in paragraphs 22-25 and in figure 1, a system for 
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allowing a user to organize a project into a concern cascade, the cascade having a 
plurality of levels of concerns ranging from primary Areas of Concern (AoC) to sub- 
Areas of Concern displayed to the user, in order to show a user what still needs to be 
done (see paragraph 19). With regard to claim 23, which further teaches displaying 
indications of entities associated by the user with the items in the to do list, within the 
integrated project environment, each entity comprising one of a template of the 
software, program, a document, and a Web link relevant to the items in the to do list 
with which the entity is associated, Scherr further teaches, in paragraphs 35 and 42, 
allowing a user to associate documents (messages, word processing documents, 
spreadsheets, web pages, data bases, presentations, and the like) with select Areas of 
Concern. Scherr further teaches, in paragraph 42, linked categories of information 
including word processing documents, spreadsheets, web pages, data bases, 
presentations, and the like. With regard to claim 23, which further teaches enabling a 
user to select and access the entity associated with a to do item from within the 
integrated project environment, Scherr further teaches, in paragraphs 35 and 42, 
enabling a user to link to associated documents from within the concern cascade. 
19. With regard to claim 29, which teaches the search result includes entities 
provided by different application programs that are accessible by the user, Scherr 
teaches, in paragraphs 36 and 42, the system implementing the searching of different 
types of documents including word processing documents, spreadsheets, web pages, 
data bases, presentations, and the like. 
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20. With regard to claim 30, which teaches a memory storing machine instructions 
for carrying out the steps of Claim 23, Scherr teaches, in paragraph 6, a memory 
medium for storing instructions for implementing the invention. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

21. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject 
matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions 
covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is 
advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and 
invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a). 

22. Claims 18 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Scherr. 

23. With regard to claim 18, which teaches further comprising the step of including a 
blank entity among the plurality of choices that are displayed the user, Scherr teaches, 
in paragraphs 35 and 42, allowing a user to associate documents, where it would be 
obvious to link to blank entities. On would be motivated to do so because a blank 
document is just an empty document (empty word processing document), that would 
provide a user with a starting point for a document. 
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^ 24. With regard to claim 28, which teaches the search being performed automatically 
and is a natural word query based on the currently selected item in the to do list, Scherr 
teaches, in paragraph 42, the system implementing a "file system search", which 
obviously could comprise a natural word query, of documents. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination because language searching is a frequently 
used search means, in a file system, that would enable documents with like words to be 
provided for inspection and further application to the list. 

25. Claims 2-6, 12, and 14, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Scherr and Zawadzki et al., Patent No.: 7,107,268, hereinafter 
Zawadzki. 

26. With regard to claims 2 and 14, which teach the step of enabling the user to 
associate the entity comprises the steps of: displaying a plurality of categories of 
entities from which the user can select, within the integral user environment; in 
response to the user selecting one of the categories, displaying alternative choices of 
entities from which the user can select for association with a to do item in the list; and in 
response to one of the plurality of alternative choices being selected, providing an 
indication that said one of the plurality of alternative choices is associated with the to do 
item in the list, Scherr teaches associating elements from varying categories 
(messages, word processing documents, spreadsheets, web pages, etc.) with concerns 
in a list of concerns, and providing a visual links to the documents via the Ul (see 
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paragraphs 35 and 42), but doesn't specifically teach displaying a plurality of categories 
of entities for association with items in the list 

Zawadzki teaches a project tracker screen where items are selectively placed in 
a to do list (see column 27, line 53 through column 28, line 23 and figure 16), similar to 
that of Scherr, but further teaches, allowing a user to associate an item with a Project, 
where the items are contained in different categories of items (folders) which are 
selectively expanded to enable view of the sub folder items, and further allowing for 
selection and placement into the project via selection of an "Add" button (see column 
34, lines 1-47 and figure 17). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, having the teachings of Scherr and Zawadzki before him at the time the invention 
was made to modify the project management system of Scherr to provide for a display 
of a plurality of categories of linkable elements, as did Zawadzki. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination because Scherr describes varying categories of 
linked documents, where an interface to link by type would be desirable, furthermore 
this would provide a more organized saving of documents to associated concerns (see 
Scherr paragraph 42). 

27. With regard to claim 3, which teaches the plurality of categories include at least 
two of: a Web link; a test; and a document, Scherr teaches, in paragraph 42, linked 
categories of information including word processing documents, spreadsheets, web 
pages, data bases, presentations, and the like. 

28. With regard to claim 4, which teaches the step of automatically executing a 
search for relevant alternative choices of entities to display to the user, as a function of 
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the to do item in the list that is currently selected, Scherr teaches, in paragraphs 36 and 
42, a search being done to associate entities (messages, web pages, etc.) with 
concerns (automatically upon receipt). 

29. With regard to claim 5, which teaches further comprising the step of providing 
alternative choices derived from other programs that are accessible to the user, Scherr 
teaches, in paragraph 42, the user being able to link any document by saving it to a 
corresponding concern. 

30. With regard to claim 6, which teaches further comprising the. step of including a 
blank entity among the plurality of choices that are displayed the user, Scherr teaches, 
in paragraphs 35 and 42, allowing a user to associate documents, where it would be 
obvious to link to blank entities. On would be motivated to do so because a blank 
document is just an empty document (empty word processing document). 

31 . With regard to claim 12, which teaches a memory medium on which are stored 
machine instruction for carrying out the steps of Claim 2, Scherr teaches, in paragraph 
6, a memory medium for storing instructions for implementing the invention. 

Conclusion 

32. The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.111(c) to 
consider these references fully when responding to this action. The documents cited 
therein teach systems for creating a to-do list. 
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33. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis G. Bonshock whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4047. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 6:30 a.m. - 4:00 
p.m. 

34. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

35. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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